EECON STRUCTION. 

SPEECH 

01? 

HON.  GLENNI  W.  SCOFIELD, 

OF  PEKN- S  YL  V AFTIA, 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  APRIL  28,  186$. 


The  House  being  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
state  of  the  Union — 

Mr.  SCOFIELD  said: 

Mr.  Speaker  :  What  is  the  whole  amount  of 
disloyal  population  in  the  southern  States  ?  I 
do  not  include  in  this  inquiry  persons  who  have 
been  stigmatized  as  “  sympathizers  ”  or  “  copper¬ 
heads,”  much  less  any  other  portion  of  the  Dem¬ 
ocratic  party,  but  only  those  who  sought  to 
divide  the  country  into  two  republics  and  who 
now  regret  the  failure  of  their  enterprise.  The 
whole  amount  of  white  population  in  the  eleven 
confederate  States  is  5,097,524.  deducting  from 
this  amount  the  estimated  number  ©f  loyal  peo¬ 
ple  in  those  States,  and  adding  the  disloyal  scat¬ 
tered  through  the  other' five  slave  States,  will 
give  the  answer  to  my  question.  Making  this* 
deduction  and  addition  from  the  most  reliable 
data  ■'within  my  reach,  I  conclude  that  the  dis¬ 
loyal  population  in  the  whole  South  will  not  ex¬ 
ceed,  if  indeed  it  will  equal,  five  million  in  all. 

If  the  eleven  confederate  States  were  readmit¬ 
ted  now  (the  Constitution  and  laws  remaining 
unamended)  what  amount  of  representation  in 
Congress  and  the  Electoral  College  would  this 
five  million  be  entitled  to  claim  ?  They  would 
certainly  have  these  eleven  States.  There  could 
hardly  be  a  doubt  about  Kentucky.  For  if  the 
loyal  men  of  that  State,  sustained  by  the  power 
of  the  Federal  Army  and  the  persuasion  of  Fed¬ 
eral  patronage,  with  the  young  disuirionists  ab¬ 
sent  m  the  South  and  the  old  ones  disfranchised 
at  home,  could  scarcely$hold  their  own,  what 
could  we  expect  them  to  do  when  these  young 
men  havtf  returned,  the  disfranchising  laws  have 
been  swept  away,  the  Army  removed  or  palsied 
by  orders,  and  Federal  patronage  at  least  uncer¬ 
tain  ?  This  would  give  them  twenty-four  Sena¬ 
tors.  There  are  four  more  States  that  belonged 
to  the  slaveholding  class,  Delaware,  Maryland, 
West  Virginia,  and  Missouri.  Is  it  any  stretch 
of  probabilities  to  suppose  that  two  more  Sena¬ 
tors  will  be  picked  up  somewhere  in  these  four 
States  by  the  confederate  elemeut?  I  fear  there 


wiM.be  more.  This  will  give  them  twenty-six 
Senators. 

In  the  House  of  Representatives  this  popula¬ 
tion  will  have  as  large,  if  not  larger,  proportion¬ 
ate  representation.  By  the  apportionment  of 
1861,  fifty-eight  Representatives  were  assigned 
to  the  eleven  confederate  States.  These  States 
will  be  so  districted  by  the  hostile  sentiment  of 
their  several  Legislatures  that  not  one  true  Un¬ 
ion  man  can  be  elected.  To  the  other  five  slave¬ 
holding  States  twenty -six  were  assigned  by  the 
act  of  1861.  If  any  one  will  take  the  trouble  to 
look  over  these  districts,  I  think  he  will  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  even  if  the  laws  disfranchis¬ 
ing  rebels  in  Maryland,  West  Virginia,  and  Misr 
souri  remain  in  force,  not  less  than  half  of  these 
will  be  controlled  by  the  influence  and  votes  of 
the  late  secessionists.  This  gives  them  seventy - 
one  Representatives  in  the  House.  But  e .  n 
this  large  number  must  soon-  be  increased.  The 
two,  fifths  of  the  four  million  freedmen  which 
were  not  counted  in  the  representative  basis  of 
the  last  census  must  be  counted  in  the  census  of 
1870,  and  (other  things  remaining  the  same)  add 
to  that  number  thirteen  members  more ; .so  that 
the  five  million  disloyal  population,  as  soon  as 
their  full  power  can  be  felt  through  the  elections, 
will  have  at  least  twenty-six  Senators  and  eighty- 
four  Representatives  and  one  hundred  and  tdn 
votes  in  the  Electoral  College.  This  is  a  low 
calculation.  When  we  consider  the  earnestness, 
or  rather  I  should  say  the  fierceness  of  these 
people,  the  ability,  ambition,  and  courage  of 
their  leaders,  we  may  \fell  apprehend  that  the 
number  will  be  even  greater.  But  this  number 
is  their  own — legitimate  and  certain  under  the 
laws  as  they  stand.  Supposing  the  entire  popu¬ 
lation  of  the  United  States  to  be  thirty-five  mil 
lion  now,  this  five  million  will  bo  just  one  seventli 
the  whole,  but  will  have  more  than  one  third 
the  representation  in  both  Houses  of  Congress, 
and  more  than  one  third  of  the  Electoral  Col¬ 
lege.  The  same  amount  of  loyal  population  at 
the  North  is  represented  by  only  about  half  that 
number.  If  by  factions  or  party  division  among 


the  loyalists  of  the  country,  they  could  contrive 
to  secure  one  sixth  more  of  the  representation, 
they  would  have  a  majority  of  the  whole,  and 
he  able  to  control  Federal  legislation,  elect  the 
President,  and  distribute  his  patronage. 

When  these  States  are  admitted  and  these  peo¬ 
ple  come  to  have  the  unabridged  control  of  this 
twofold  representation,  how  will  they  desire  to 
use  it.  I  do  not  inquire  how  they  possibly  may 
use  it,  nor  even  how  they  now  expect  or  intend 
to  use  it,  but  how,  if  unrestrained  by  a  united 
North,  it  would  be  their  interest  and  desire  to 
use  it.  For  the  perpetuation  of  the  Union?  I 
fear  not.  They  have  come  back  to  the  Union, 
we  should  remember,  only  by  coercion.  To  them 
it  is  a  forced  bridal.  They  submit  to  it,  but  they 
do  not,  because  they  cannot,  embrace  it  in  their 
hearts.  The  soldiers  maimed,  wives  widowed, 
and  children  orphaned  in  their  bad  cause,  appeal 
to  their  leaders  for  the  promised  support,  but  the 
Union  has  no  pensions  for  them.  The  fortunes 
invested  in  confederate  faith  see  no  hope  of  reali¬ 
zation  in  the  Union.  Hatred  of  the  North  and 
its  anti-slavery  majorities,  the  original  motive 
for  secession,  is  ten  times  stronger  now  than  in 
1861,  and  is  backed  up  by  $4,000,000,000  of  debt, 
damages,  and  pensions,  which,  as  they  insist, 
could,  in  a  separate  government  be  levied  by  an 
export  duty  upon  the  cotton-consuming  world. 
The  life-habits  of  these  people,  their  love  of  ease 
and  domination,  their  pride,  -aristocracy,  wealth, 
and  power  were  all  the  outgrowth  of  an  institu¬ 
tion  which  might  possibly  be  revived  in  a  sepa¬ 
rate  republic,  but  which  is  forever  gone  in  the 
Union.  “  Confederacy  ”  is  a  word  that  must  long 
be  enshrined  in  their  hearts  by  the  tender  mem¬ 
ories  of  their  fallen  kindred,  but  it  must  live  as 
they  well  know  in  the  history,  traditions,  and 
ballads  of  the  Union,  associated  with  perjury, 
dishonorable  crime,  and  cruel  war.  If  they  should 
profess  to  love  the  Union  we  could  not  believe 
them.  It  is  so  unnatural  that  it  would  be.jeasier 
to  believe  they  were  hypocrites  than  that'  they 
were  monsters. 

But  they  are  neither  hypocrites  nor  monsters. 
They  do  not  love  the  Union,  and  do  not  pretend 
to.  It  is  untruthful  men  of  our  own  section  that 
prevaricate  for  them.  The  same  class  of  men 
that  misrepresented  the  feelings  of  the  North 
before  the  war,  and  thus  deceived  the  South  and 
goaded  them  into  rebellion,  now  misrepresent  tne 
feelings  of  the  South  to  deceive  the  North  and 
lure  it  into  irretrievable  surrender.  Before  the 
war  they  deceived  the  South,  and  betrayed  the 
North ;  but  now  it  is  reversed,  they  deceive  the 
North  and  betray  the  loyal  South,  the  same  per¬ 
fidious  breath  that  carried  South  the  untruthful 
story  of  northern  hate,  and  thus  prompted  the  war> 
comes  back  now  with  another  story,  equally  un¬ 
truthful,  of  southern  love.  They  tell  us  that  the 
disloyal  South  is  a  gentle  bride,  impatient  for  the 
nuptials,  when  they  know  that  she  submits  to 
them  with  loathing.  Have  they  not  laid  down 
their  arms  ?  is  the  argumentative  inquiry.  No,  sir ; 
their  arms  were  taken  from  them.  Have  they 
not  submitted?  No,  sir;  they  were  defeated  in 
battle.  There  is  nothing  in  their  past  conduct 


nor  present  attitude  that  justifies  the  use  of  the 
word  submission.  Prisoners  of  war  have  been 
taken,  but  they  were  released  on  parole ;  rebel 
armies  have  been  dispersed,  but  they  have  been 
reorganized  as  State  militia ;  rebel  State  govern¬ 
ments  have  beien  overthrown,  but  again  revived 
and  restored  to  the  old  possessors  ;  and  forfeitures 
of  life  and  estates  have  been  remitted,  but  that 
is  all.  Call  this  clemency,  privilege,  triumph, 
victory,  what  you  please,  but  do  not  call  it  sub¬ 
mission,  with  which  it  has  not  one  shade  of  mean¬ 
ing  in  common.  We  do  not  need  to  call  witnesses 
to  prove  that  these  people  are  hostile  to  the  Union 
and  its  interests.  The  history  of  the  human  race 
proves  it.  Whoever  attempts  to  prove  the  con¬ 
trary  must  first  show  that  they  are  unlike  any 
other  people  whose  passions,  struggles,  and  defeats 
are  recorded  in  the  annals  of  the  world. 

But  witnesses  have  been  called — Union  gen¬ 
erals  and  rebel  generals,  Union  and  rebel  citi¬ 
zens,  without  distinction  of  party,  condition, 
race,  or  color — and  all  support  under  oath  the 
great  historic  truth,  that  a  purpose  imbibed  in 
infancy,  cherished  and  stimulated  by  the  ros¬ 
trum,  press,  and  pulpit  for  a  lifetime ;  upheld  by 
large  fortunes  wrung  from  the  toil  of  slaves, 
and  sanctified  by  the  blood  of  sons  and  kindred, 
has  not  been  and  cannot  be  surrendered  to  mili¬ 
tary  orders.  •  Such  a  purpose  surrenders  only  to 
time.  I  do  not  present  this  great  truth  now  by 
way  of  reproof  or  condemnation  of  these  mis¬ 
guided  people,  but  only  by  way  of  caution  and 
warning  to  ourselves.  I  come  to  the  conclusion, 
therefore,  that  they  do  not  desire  the  perpetua¬ 
tion  of  the  Union.  If  we  would  remove  all  re¬ 
straints  and  give  them  freedom  of.  choice  they 
would  revive  the  confederacy  at  once.  They 
would  take  advantage  of  a  war  with  Great 
Britain  or  France  to  secure  their  independence, 
and  they  would  take  advantage  of  their  double 
representation  here  to  promote  such  a  war.  If 
no  opportunity  of  escape  should  soon  offer,  would 
they  not  still  live  iii  hopes  of  it  and  in  persistent 
hostility  to  the  country’s  obligations  to  the  sol¬ 
diers,  widows,  orphans,  and  creditors  of  our  war, 
and  friendly  to  the  assumption  of  similar  obliga¬ 
tions  created  by  themselves  in  the  interest  of  the 
rebellion.  Even  in  advance  of  their  own  coming, 
a  portion  of  their  vast  claims  have  reached  your 
files.  When  my  colleague  [Mr.  Randall]  from 
the  Democratic  side  proposed  that  the  national 
faith,  pledged  in  war,  should  not  be  broken  in 
peace,  there  was  one  voioe  from  Kentucky 
against  it— only  one  by  count,  but  considering 
the  quarter  from  which  it  came,  multitudinous 
in  omen.  A  bill  has  also  been  introduced  by  a 
gentleman,  sometimes  called  the  Democratic 
leader  in  this  House,  to  repudiate  in  part  the 
public  debt  under  pretense  of  taxing  it,  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  the  laws  by  which  it  was  created.  The^e, 
cannot  be  regarded  as  the  oddities  of  one  or  two 
men,  but  rather  as  impulsive  confessions  of  im¬ 
prudent  scouts,  too  far  in  advance  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  army.  The  purpose  will  not  be  generally 
disclosed  until  the  forces  are  arranged  for  its 
execution. 

I  am  speaking  now  only  of  the  dangers  that 
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will  beset  the  Republic  by  the  allowance  of  a 
representation  unfriendly. to  its  prosperity  and 
even  its  existence  in  such  disproportionate  num¬ 
bers.  But  we  should  not  forget  that  this  act  is 
also  a  recognition,  as  republican  in  form,  of  con¬ 
stitutions  we  have  never  seen,  (except  that  of 
Tennessee,)  and  all,  except  those  of  Lincoln  ori¬ 
gin,  under  rebel  supremacy.  The  white  Union¬ 
ists  who  have  been  looking  through  five  dreary 
years  of  persecution,  lynching,  and  confiscation 
to  this  as  their  hour  of  deliverance,  will  find 
themselves  betrayed  into  the  hands  of  their  old, 
unhumbled,  unrelenting  tormentors.  It  also 
consigns  the  freedmen  to  the  tyranny  of  old 
masters,  not  now  as  heretofore  bribed  to  human¬ 
ity  by  a  moneyed  interest  in  the  preservation  of 
their  chattel  estates.  Twenty-five  per  cent.,  says 
an  honorable  ^gentleman  who  presents  his  back 
offensively  to  the  North  as  he  makes  his  low 
obeisance  South,  twenty-fivb  per  cent,  have  al¬ 
ready  perished.  The  wish  no'doubt  was  father 
to  the  thought  with  the  masters  in  whose  interest 
the  declaration  is  made. 

These,  then,  are  my  premises.  I  will  repeat 
them: 

1.  There  are  only  about  five  million  disloyal 
population  in  the  country. 

2.  This  population  when  fully  restored  to  the 
Union — the  Constitution,  and  laws  remaining 
unamended — will  hold  more  than  o&e-third  of  its 
representative  power  and  the  supreme  control  of 
at  least  thirteen  States. 

3.  They  will  be  interested  to  use  that  power 
for  the  division  of  the  Union ;  and,  failing  in 
that,  for  the  repudiation  of  its  military  and 
financial  obligations. 

Now,  what  is  to  be  done?  If  these  States  are 
denied  representation,  it  violates  the  fundamental 
principle  of  republican  government.  If  allowed 
a  double  and  hostile  representation,  the  Union 
itself  must  be  destroyed  or  preserved  at  the  ex¬ 
pense  of  another  war. 

Three  remedies  are  proposed : 

1.  Disfranchise  some  portion  of  the  rebels. 

2.  Allow  all  the  rebels  to  vote,  but  neutralize 
their  disunion  sentiments  by  enfranchising  the 
blacks  in  these  States. 

3.  Equalize  representation  by  taking  as  its 
basis  either  the  number  of  voters  of  the  popula¬ 
tion,  minus  the  disfranchised  classes ;  so  that 
these  States  shall  have  no  more  representation 
in  proportion  to  their  represented  people  than 
the  old  free  States  have. 

Either  proposition  would  require  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  Constitution,  to  be  accepted  by  the 
rebel  States  as  a*  condition-precedent  to  their 
restoration.  It  is  also  proposed  to  couple  with 
either  proposition  a  second  amendment,  pro¬ 
hibiting  the  assumption  of  rebel  debts  and  claims 
cither  by  States  or  the  United  States.  - . 

The  third  proposition  ha3  commended  itself  to 
much  the  largest  number  of  Union  members,  and 
the  amendments  to  that  effect  have  already 
passed  this  House  by  more  than  F,  two-thirds 
vote.  This,  then,  so  far  as  this  House  is  con¬ 
cerned,  is  the  congressional  plan  of  reconstruc¬ 
tion.  All  wo  ask  of  the  rebel  leaders  who  are 


wrongly  charging  us  with  having  no  policy  at 
all,  but  designing  to  exclude  them  for  an  inclefi- 
.  nite  period,  is  a  little  time  to  put.  in  form  of 
fundamental  law  these  pledges  of  future  peace. 
For  five  years  they  have  been  out  upon  plague- 
infected  seas.  Can  they  not  tarry  at  quarantine 
for  a  single  session  ? 

Stripped  of  all  disguises,  herein  lies  the  main 
disagreement.  Shall  these  States  be  recognized 
at  once  in'their  present  temper,  without  guaran¬ 
tees  of  any  kind  and  with  a  twofold  representa¬ 
tion  ?  It  is  not  whether  they  shall  be  represented 
at  all ;  to  that  we  all  agree,  There  may  be  a 
little  question  of  time ;  a  difference  of  a  few 
weeks  or  a  few  months,  and  that  is  all.  Shall 
they  be  represented  twice  over,  once  in  their 
own  names  and  once  in  the  name  of  the  negroes  ? 
Shall  they  come  in  upon  a  representative  basis 
that  clothes  a  white  man  of  the  South  *with 
almost  as  much  again  political  power  as  a  north¬ 
ern  man  controls  ?  That  gives  two  white  voters 
in  South  Carolina  as  much  voice  in  the  selection 
of  a  President  and  in  the  legislation  of  this  House 
as  five  voters  in  Pennsylvania  possess.  That 
practically  gives  to  one-seventh  of  your  popula¬ 
tion,  disloyal  at  that,  mote  than  one-third  of 
your  power.  That,  sir,  is  the  great  question 
before  this  House  and  the  American  public.  It 
is  an  effort  on  the  part  of  the  Opposition  to  carry 
into  the  politics  of  the  country  the  old  problem 
by  which  sixteen  is  made  the  majority  of  forty- 
nine.  In  England,  it  is  called  the  system  of 
“  rotten  boroughs.”  It  has  long  been  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  political  strife  between  the  free  and  slave- 
labor  counties  of  Maryland,  Virginia,  and  Ten¬ 
nessee.  And  when  it  is  everywhere  else  aban¬ 
doned  as  a  pernicious  and  anti-republican  theory 
of  representation,  we  are  asked  to  make  it  the 
basis-of  reconstruction  in  the  model  Republic. 

The  enactment  of  these  two  simple  and  brief 
amendments,  or.  others  similar  in  purpose,  is  so 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  preservation  of  the 
Republic  and  the  discharge  of  its  obligations  to 
its  soldiers  and  creditors,  and  is  so  just  and  even 
generous  to  the  insurgents,  that  they  ought  to 
receive  the  assent  of  every  Union  man,  especially 
of  every  northern  Union  man.  The  Opposition 
do  not  dare  to  discuss  their  merits.  .While  some 
deny  that  we  have  any  plan  of  reconstruction, 
others  assail  it  with  insidious  and  deceptive  ob¬ 
jections.  Some  of  these  I  propose  to  notice  here. 

First  of  all,  they  complain  of  the  consumption 
of  time.  Five  months  have  passed,  and  not  a 
rebel  admitted,  is  the  complaining  accusation. 
The  Opposition  are  impatient.  They  cannot 
wait.  Come  in  at  once,  say  they,  to  the  “erring 
brethren.”  Do  not  wait  to  drop  your  side-arms 
or  exchange  your  disloyal  garments.  Bills  to 
protect  the  loyal  men  of  the  South  against  your 
pretended  violence  are  pending  now,  come  and 
help  defeat  them.  Wo  will  soon  have  bills  to 
enlarge  pensions  and  equalize  bounties  to  the 
soldiers  you  have  maimed  and  the  widows  you 
have  made ;  your  advice  and  votes  will  be  needed. 
A  bill  to  give  bounty  land  to  the  “boys  in  blue” 
could  not  be  defeated,  nor  the  “butternuts”  in¬ 
cluded  without  you.  A  bill  to  lift  the  burdens 
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of  taxation  from  the.industry  of  the  country  and 
place  it  upon  your  foreign  confederates,  through 
exported  cotton,  will  need  your  attention.  Hurry 
up  your  organizations.  Do  not  wait  to  heal  lips 
blistered  with  a  double  oath  of  broken  fealty 
before  you  kiss  the  Holy  Evangelists  with  an¬ 
other.  We  have  buried  our  sons  and  are  lan¬ 
guishing  to  clasp  the  hands  of  their  murderers. 
When  once  admitted,  deny  that  you  ever  tried 
to  break  up  the  Government,  but  swear  on  all 
occasions  that  the  Lincoln  party  were  and  are 
the  traitors. 

The  complainants  have  only  themselves  to 
blame  for  much  of  this  delay.  Except  for  their 
persistent  opposition  the  amendments  would 
have  been  submitted  months  ago  to  the  Legisla¬ 
tures  then  in  session  in  the  loyal  States,  and 
been  assented  to,  no  doubt,  by  the  constitutional 
number.  Except  for  their  own  opposition  they 
might  now  be  welcoming  back  their  long  mourn¬ 
ed  friends  to  seats  in  these  Halls.  But  they 
would  consent  to  nothing  that  did  not  return 
them  greater  in  numbers,  and  more  malevolent 
in  purpose.  Hence  the  delay.  Hinc  illaz  lach- 
rymoe. 

Next  we  are  told  that  it  conflicts  with  the 
“  President’s  policy.”  What  is  the  President’s 
policy  ?  I  aver,  first,  that  th$  President  when 
last  authoritatively  heard  from,  was  in  favor  of 
the  principle  embodied  in  each  of  the  proposed 
amendments.  Of  the  first  one,  because  he  re¬ 
quired  the  confederate  States  to  adopt  it ;  of  the 
second  one,  because  he  has  repeatedly  declared 
himself  in  favor  of  making  the  number  of  voters 
the  basis  of  representation.  I  aver,  second,  that 
he  does  not  consider  the  status  of  the  States  such, 
that  their  assent  to  constitutional  amendments 
cannot  be  required  as  conditions-precedent  to 
their  restoration,  because  he  directed  Mr.  Seward 
to  inform  these  States  that  their  assent  to  the 
amendment  proposed  in  the  last  Congress  was 
“  indispensable  ”  to  restoration  ;  and  because  he 
has  not  himself  dealt  with  them  as  if  they  were 
States  already  in  the  Union.  When  the  confed¬ 
eracy  fell  they  were  in  full  operation  under  gov¬ 
ernments  originally  organized  in  the  Union. 
Governors,  Legislatures,  judges,  and  a  full  set  of 
county  and  township  officers  were  at  work  under 
constitutions  once  declared  to  be  republican  in 
form  by  the  United  States.  These  governments 
were  regular  unless  you  assent  to  the  doctrine  of 
forfeiture,  for  they  had  political  continuity, 
what  the  church  people  call  apostolic  succession. 
Yet  they  were  destroyed  by  the  President’s  order 
and  new  ones  extemporized  in  their  stead. 

From  that  time  to  this,  in  these  States,  the 
breath  of  the  President  has  been  the  law  of  the 
land.  Mr.  Johnson  went  much  further  in  this 
direction  than  his  predecessor.  Mr.  Lincoln 
established  governments  only  in  States  where 
he  found  none  existing  before,  but  Mr.  Johnson 
first  destroyed  existing  governments  and  then 
supplied  their  places  with  those  of  his  own  crea¬ 
tion.  So,  both  by  words,  and  actions  which 
speak  louder  than  words,  the  President  assents 
|to  every  principle  involved  in  t'he  congressional 
policy  of  reconstruction.  Indeed,  the  two  poli¬ 


cies  could  not  well  conflict,  because  they  relate 
to  different  subjects.  Tfie  one  creates  or  revives 
State  organizations,  the  other  renews  their  Fed¬ 
eral  relations.  When  these  organizations  were, 
complete,  and  the  States  ready  to  apply  to  Con¬ 
gress  for  a  return  to  the  Union,  theAPresident’s 
policy  was  ended.  His  work  wras  all  done.  The 
rest  was  for  Congress.  So  he  directed  his  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  to  inform  Governor  Sharkey,  July 
24,  1865,  Governor  Marvin,  September  12,  1865, 
and  so  he  informed  us  in  his  annual  message. 
If  he  has  changed  his  policy  since  then  it  is 
hardly  worth  while  to  inquire  what  it  is  now, 
for  his  principles  are  written  in  water. 

I  do  not  wish  to  disguise  the  fact  that  while  he 
approves  the  two  amendments  and  believes  the 
power  exists  to  require  their  adoption  as  con¬ 
ditions  of  return,  he  thinks  it  unnecessary  to 
insist  upon  any  terms  additional  to  those  imposed 
by  himself.  It  is  in  this  opinion  that  his  old 
persecutors,  the  defeated  enemies  of  the  Union, 
the  foiled  plotters  of  his  assassination,  have  taken 
heart,  and  with  cruel  malice  conspired  with 
northern  sympathizers  to  pursue  him  with  their 
unrelenting  friendship.  Their  last  hope  for  the 
destruction  of  this  country  lies  in  the  seduction 
of  its  friends.  War  failed  them,  they  resort  to 
diplomacy.  The  President  was  not  much  moved 
by  their  threats,  .will  he  be  seduced  by  their 
flattery  ?  If  so*  let  me  assure  those  of  our  friends 
who  are  disposed  to  suppress  their  own  convec¬ 
tions  in  hope  to  detain  him  and  his  patronage*  in 
a  little  select  court  party,  that  they  might  as  well 
exercise  a  reasonable  liberty  of  opinion.  For  if 
he  ever  determines  to  trust  his  political  future  to 
anybody  besides  the  great,  earnest,  triumphant 
Union  organization  that  elected  liim,  he  will  have 
sense  enough  to  put  them  aside  as  mere  nobodies 
in  popular  strength,  heartless  friends  and  harm¬ 
less  enemies,  as  courtiers  always  are,  and  push 
straight  for  the  “southern  brotherhood,”  rebel¬ 
led  opponents  of  a  permanent  and  peaceful  Union. 

In  that  event  his  children  and  friends  may- 
well  rejoice  that  the  past,  at  least,  is  secure.  His 
patriotic  thoughts  of  the  last  five  years  will  still 
live,  although  only  to  reprove  him. 

Again,  it  is  said  by  way  of  excuse,  “  Why  not 
admit  such  Union  men  as  Fowler,  Stokes,  and 
Maynard,  of  Tennessee?”  Because  it  is  not  a 
question  about  men.  Shall  a  disloyal  district, 
while  it  is  still  in  a  disloyal  spirit,  be  declared 
entitled  to  representation  with  only  half  as  many 
people  in  it  as  we  require  for  a  district  in  the 
North?  That  is  the  question.  Captain  Semmes 
ran  up  the  Union  flag  when  he  wished  to  decoy 
an  unarmed  merchant  vessel  under  the  power  of 
his  guns,  but  replaced  it  with  the  pirate  emblem 
when  he  had  secured  his  victim.  The  names  of 
these  patriots  are  hung  out  to-day  to  secure  rep¬ 
resentation  to  a  rebel  constituency  behind  them, 
but  they  will  be  hauled  down  at  the  first  election 
and  rebels  put  up  in  their  stead.  You  may  think 
you  are  only  recognizing  the  Union  flag,  but 
when  it  is  too  late  you  will  find  yourselves  along¬ 
side  the  Alabama  and  in  the  power  of  its  pirate 
crew. 

But  it  is  said  in  reply,  “  We  will  not.  admit 
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disloyal  men,  even  if  elected.”  How  can  you  help 
yourselves  ?  If  a  whole,  delegation  from  South 
Carolina,  for  instance,  present  themselves  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  last  House,  and  ask  to  be  placed  on 
the  roll  prior  to  organization,  and  tender  him 
the  certificate  of  their  election,  signed  by  the 
Governor  and  sealed  with  the  great  seal  ot  that 
most  sovereign  State,  shall  the  Clerk  say  which 
is  loyal  and  which  not  ?  I  suppose  not.  After 
the  organization,  in  which  all  have  participated, 
and  all  have  been  qualified  and  taken  their 
seats,  you  will  get  up  an  inquisitorial  committee 
to  explore  the  secret  recesses  of  their  consciences 
and  be  father  confessors  to  their  sins.  “  No,  but 
the  iron-clad  oath  will  exclude  them.”  Do  you 
not  know,  sir,  that  almost  every  man  who  is  in 
favor  of  admitting  these  States  without  condi¬ 
tions  is  also  in  favor  of  repealing  that  oath? 
They  already  denounce  it  as  an  odious  and  un¬ 
constitutional  test.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
and  the  Postmaster  General,  backed  up  by  a 
message  from  the  President,  ask  its  repeal  so  far 
as  regards  their  Departments,  tlmp  making  rebels 
as  eligible  as  Union  soldiers  to  appointments 
here,  and  under  such  lead  I  expect  to  see  it 
swept  away,  and  so  do  most  of  the  gentlemen 
who  are  now  urging  us  to  lay  aside  a  real  safe¬ 
guard  and  trust  to  this  cobweb  of  a  morning. 

But  suppose  we  could  in  this  way  contrive  to 
dictate  to  these  people  who  they  should  and  who 
they  should  not  elect,  what  kind  of  representa¬ 
tion  would  that  be?  We  say  to  them  “You  are 
free  to  select  your  representatives,  but  mind  that 
you  select  such  as  suit  us,  not  yourselves.”  You 
call  that  representation.  I  call  it  obedience. 
We  propose  to  extract  the  envenomed  fang  of 
the  serpent  before  he  is  uncaged;  and  you  to 
to  bind  him  with  test  oaths  afterward.  Suppose, 
.again,  you  could  manage  to  exclude  in  this  way 
those  who  had  been  engaged  in  the  rebellion,  do 
you  not  know  that  a  rebel  constituency  could 
find  a  fit'representation  outside  that  list,  and  all 
the  more  dangerous  on  that  account?  If  they 
had  none  at  home  they  could  colonize  from  the 
North. 

Again,  magnanimity  is  invoked  as  a  shield  of 
desertion.  A  great  nation,  it  is  said,  can  afford 
to  be  magnanimous.  Of  course*  it  can ;  but  let 
us  see  how  this  is.  For  lour  years  these  people 
made  war  upon  us  without  cause  or  even  plausi¬ 
ble  excuse.  Before  they  began  it,  we  begged 
them  in  great  humility  to  withhold  from  the 
country  this  terrible  desolation.  In  tears  we 
warned  them  of  the  punishment  that  must  follow. 
Our  entreaties  and  warnings  were  received  in 
the  rebel  capital,  so  their  telegraph  informed  us, 
“  with  peals  of  laughter.”  They  fired  upon  us 
while  we  were  yet  upon  our  knees  begging  for 
peace  and  union.  The  contest  once  begun  was 
conducted  on  our  part  with  great  forbearance 
and  within  the  strictest  military  law.  We  even 
returned  for  awhile  their  fugitive  slaves.  On 
their  part  it  was  conducted  not  only  with  the 
condemned  system  of  cruel  guerrilla  and  pirati¬ 
cal  warfare,  but  with  fire,  poison,  yellow  fever, 
and  assassination.  The  estates  of  Union  men 
within  their  power  were  confiscated,  and  have 


never  yet  been  restored,  and  Union  men  were 
hung  for  treason  to  their  pretended  government. 

You  tell  us  they.have  suffered.  v3o  have  we. 
Peace  has  come  at  last ;  business  prosperity  will 
return;  the  insignia  of  mourning  will  be  laid 
aside ;  but  in  the  heart  of  every  family  there  is 
an  unspoken  sorrow  that  will  sadden  life  even 
to  the  grave.  Now,  we  are  admonished  to  be 
magnanimous  to  the  authors  of  ah  this  suffering. 

I  accept  the  admonition,  but  I  submit  that  we 
are  so  already.  The  law  condemned  them  to 
death,  and  we  have  pardoned  them.  Their  es¬ 
tates  were  forfeited,  and  we  have  restored  them. 
Not  a  traitor  has  been  hung ;  not  one  convicted ; 
not  one  tried;  not  a  dozen  arrested;  but  many 
have  been  honored  as  rulers  in  States  they  only 
failed  to  ruin.  The  high-sounding  eloquence  of 
the  gentleman  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Raymond,] 
calling  upon  us  to  admire  the  “  courage  and  de¬ 
votion”  with  which  these  bad  men-prosecuted  a 
cruel  war  against  our.  kindred,  our  home,  and 
our  country  for  four  years,  has  scarcely  subsided, 
when  our  tears  are  invoked  over  their  self- 
inflicted  sufferings.  Thus  at  this  end  of  the 
avenue  we  are  alternately  called  upon  t©  admire 
and  pity  them,  while  at  the  other  the  green  seal 
is  kept  hot  with  its  work  of  clemency— clemency 
often  unsolicited,  sometimes  contemned.  We 
have,  even  ordered  historic  inscriptions  to  be 
erased  from  captured  cannon  at  West  Point,  that 
the  boys  educated  at  the  expense  of  a  Govern¬ 
ment  their  fathers  could  not  quite  destroy  might, 
not  be  irritated.  What  more  can  we  do?  What 
more  can  gentleman  ask  in  \he  name  of  mag¬ 
nanimity?  “Give  to  this  one-seventh  of  your 
population  more  than  one-third  of  your  political 
power.”  Is  that  what  you  ask,  and  call  it  only 
magnanimity  to  the  .false  men  of  the  country  ? 
Call  it  rather  treachery  to  the  faithful ;  or  if  that 
sounds  too  harsh,  call  it  submission,  surrender, 
what  you  like — but  for  the  sake  of  truth  let  no 
one  call  betrayal  of  country  and  friends  mag¬ 
nanimity  to  enemies. 

Again,  sir,  the  effort  to  cut  off  the  excess  of 
this  unpatrietic  and  sectional  representation  is 
ascribed  to  party  motives.  Is  not  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  exposed  to  the  same  charge?  Is  not  the 
Democratic  party  as  anxious  to  securo  friends  as 
we  are  to  avoid  enemies  ?  For  the  last  five  years 
they  have  been  beaten  everywhere.  Every  elec¬ 
tion  has  proved  to  them  that  they  were  growing 
small  by  large  degrees.  “Would  to  God.  that 
night  or  the  rebels  would  come”  has  been  their 
daily  prayer.  Does  this  haste  to  embrace  the 
misguided  brethren  come  solely  from  pure  love 
and  affection  ?  Is  it  not  possible  that  their  pas¬ 
sion  is  somewhat  like  that  of — 

“The  immortal  Captain  Wottlo, 

Who  was  all  for  love,  and  a  little  for  the  bottle.” 

Is  it  not  possible  that  they  look  a  little  to 
narty  too?  That  they  long  not  only  for  the  al- 
Iiajice,  but  the  leadership  of  the  South  ?  They 
must  remember  that  this  leadership  was  generally 
able  and  always  consistent,  however  unwise.  It 
was  not  under  that  lead  that  they  proclaimed, 
both  secession  and  coercion  unconstitutional:  thaj 
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the  war  for  the  Union  was  constitutional,  but 
there  was  no  constitutional  mode  of  conducting 
it ;  that  an  army  should  be  raised,  hut  volunteer¬ 
ing  was  impracticable  and  drafting  unconstitu¬ 
tional;  that  it  was  right  to  raise  money,  but 
Wrong  to  tax  or  borrow  ;  that  they  were  opposed 
to  emancipation,  but  not  in  favor  of  slavery.  It 
was  not  under  that  lead  that  Andrew  Johnson 
was  denounced  as  Lincoln’s  satrap  when  he  con¬ 
sented  to  be  provisional  governor  for  a  State 
from  which  the  old  governor  and  legislature  had 
run  away,  and  cheered  as  a  patriot  when  he  drove 
out  the  governors  and  legislatures  of  half  a  dozen 
States,  and  supplied  their  places  with  appointees 
of  his  own.  Is  it  not  probable  that,  tired  of  their 
contradictory  and  hypocritical  position,  they 
crave  the  undissembling  leadership  of'  Breckin¬ 
ridge  and  Hunter,  Davis  and  Toombs,  as  much 
as  we  can  possibly  dread  it  ? 

As  another  excuse  for  opposition  to  this  plan 
of  restoration  it  is  said  there  are  other  inequali¬ 
ties  in  representation  that  ought  to  be  removed 
as  well  as  this.  An  honorable  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  complains  that  the  six  eastern 
States  have  each  two  Senators,  while  New  York 
and  other  large  States  have  no  more.  It  is  true 
that  some  of  the  eastern  States  are  small ;  but 
the  Constitution  provides  that  each  State, 
whether  large  or  small,  shall  have  two  Senators  ; 
and  it  further  provides  that  while  that  instru¬ 
ment  may  be  amended  in  other  respects,  with  the 
assent  of  three  fourths  of  the  States,  in  this 
respect  it  shall  not  be  amended  without  the  assent 
of  all  the  States.  But  why  point  only  to  the 
eastern  States  to  illustrate  the  inequality  of  sen¬ 
atorial  representation  ?  The  best  illustration  of 
it  is  not  to  be  found  there.  The  population  of 
these  States  is  3,135,223.  In  the  South  you  can 
find  a  smaller  population  with  a  larger  represen¬ 
tation  in  the  Senate.  The  population  of  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Texas,  Florida,  South  Carolina,  West  Vir- 

finia,  Maryland,  and  Delaware  is  only  3,032,761. 

[ere  are  seven  States  with  more  than  100,000 
less  population  than  the  six  eastern  States,  one 
third  of  that  being  negroes,  with  fourteen  Sena¬ 
tors,  two  more  than  New  England.  Why  did 
not  the  gentleman  make  his  point  on  these  States  ? 
Was  it  because  the  eastern  States  are  free  and 
loyal,  and  the  others  were  slaveholding  and  in 
part  disloyal  ?  And  why,  just  in  this  connection, 
does  he  complain  that  bounties  are  paid  for  catch¬ 
ing  fish?  He  never  complained  when  higher 
bounties  were  paid  for  catching  men  and  women 
for  the  southern  market.  These  are  the  old  com¬ 
plaints  of  the  South, ^warmed  over,  in  anticipa¬ 
tion  of  its  return;  groundless,  no  doubt,  but  if 
ever  so  just,  furnishing  no  good  excuse  for  allow¬ 
ing  to  the  complainants  a  twofold  representation 
in  this  House. 

Once  more  we  are  reminded  that  taxation  and 
representation  should  go  together.  True,  sir, 
but  that  would  not  entitle  them  to  a  double 
representation,  nor  deprive  Congress  of  a  reasorf- 
Lble  time  for  deliberation  as  to  the  extent  of  the 
jfight  and  the  best  mode  of  securing  it.  But  if  it 
meant  that  they  are  entitled  on  the  score  of 
nation  to  instantaneous,  unconditional,  and 


disproportionate  representation,  I  must  beg  leave 
to  inquire,  where  are  the  immense  taxes  paid  by 
them,  upon  which  to  base  such  extraordinary 
claims  ?  The  loyal  people  of  the  country  have 
been  paying  burdensome  taxes,  a  million  per 
day,  imposed  by  their  misconduct,  but  when 
and  where  have  they  paid  taxes?  For  the  last 
five  years' they  have  paid  none,  and  the  amount 
they  are  just  now  beginning  to  pay  is  too  trifling 
for  argument.  If  the  right  of  representation, 
could  be  acquired  by  imposing  taxes  upon  others 
or  by  robbery  of  the  Government,  their  claim 
would  be  indisputable.  They  robbed  the  southern 
post  offices  of  money,  stamps,  and  mails  ;  the 
arsenals  and  military  and  naval  depots  of  ammu¬ 
nition,  arms,  and  clothing ;  the  custom-houses 
and  sub-Treasuries  of  goods,  bonds,  and  money  ; 
and  the  New  Orleans  mint  of  $600,000  in  gold, 
and  have  never  made  restitution.  But  they  have 
paid  very  few  taxes,  and  long:  before  they  will 
be  called  upon  to  do  so  a  fair  ahd  adequate  rep¬ 
resentation  will  be  accorded  them. 

But  they  ha^p  still  another  argument — the 
one  relied  upon  when  all  others  fail,  their  refuge 
from  discomfiture  in  every  other  field  of  debate.— 
and  this  is  what  they  call  the  constitutional  ar¬ 
gument.  When  they  find  themselves  unable  to 
maintain  in  discussion  the  propriety  of  allowing 
the  disloyal  population  a  twofold  representation, 
the  half  to  represent  themselves  and  the  other 
half  to  misrepresent  the  loyal  people,  white  and 
black,  in  their  midst ;  when  they  can  no  longer 
screen  themselves  behind  the  “  President’s  poli¬ 
cy,”  words  of  indefinite  meaning;  when  their 
aspersion  upon  our  motives  is  repelled  by  show¬ 
ing  that  they  have  as  strong  party  interests  in 
forming  an  alliance  with  the  rebels  as  we  possi¬ 
bly  can  have  in  trying  to  prevent  it;  when  their 
taxation  theory  is  demolished  by  a  report  from 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  they  fall  back 
upon  the  constitional  right  of  States  to  represen¬ 
tation.  They  will  retreat  no  further.  This  is 
their  last  ditch  in  debate.  And  here, 

“  In  Dixie’s  land 
They  take  their  stand, 

To  live  or  die  for  Dixie.” 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  in  an  anomalous  condi¬ 
tion.  The  Constitution  does  not  especially  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  difficulties  with  which  we  are  sur¬ 
rounded'.  Our  fathers  could  not  believe  that  so 
large  a  portion  of  the  American  people  could  be 
so  barbarized  by  slavery  as  to  undertake  such 
stupendous  crime.  They  did  not  provide  for 
what  they  could  not  foresee.  There  are  no  pre¬ 
cedents  on  file  to  guide  us.  This  is  the  first  dis¬ 
union  rebellion.  Ours  will  be  the  first  precedent 
in  reconstruction,  and  the  last — only  if  i  L  is  justly 
and  wisely  made.  There  are  objections,  plausi¬ 
ble  or  otherwise,  to  every  theory  that  has  been 
or  can  be  advanced  as  to  the  status  of  these 
States.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Stevens]  suggested 
that  their  present  position  was  very  much  like 
that  o£  California  after  the  Mexican  war.  A 
score  or  more  of  speeches  have  been  made  to 
show  that  there  are  objections  to  this  theory. 
The  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Shellabarger] 
suggested  that  these  State  governments  had 
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perished  in  the  rebellion,  and  that  now  new 
ones,  republican  in  form,  should  be  originated 
by'  Congress.  Objections  were  raised  to  this 
theory.  The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Raymond]  suggested  that  new  governments  must 
be  originated  and  proper  guarantees  and  condi¬ 
tions  could  be  imposed,  but  these  things  should 
be  done  by  the  Commander-in-Chief  of  the  Army 
and  Navy  as  the  terms  of  surrender.  Objections 
have  been  raised  to  that  theory  also.  Others 
still  take  the  position  that  inasmuch  as  new,  con¬ 
stitutions  and  new  governments  have  been  es¬ 
tablished  in  these  States  originating  in  an  irreg¬ 
ular  or  revolutionary  manner,  that  it  is  the  duty 
of  Congress,  under  the  fourth  article  and  fourth 
section  of  the  Constitution,  to  see  that  they  are 
republican  in  form,  and  in  the  discharge  of  that 
duty,  require  such  conditions  or  guarantees  as' 
the  safety  of  the  Union,  in  their  judgment,  de¬ 
mands.  This,  too,  is  objected  to. 

An  honorable  gentleman  from  Pennslvania  at 
the  other  end  of  the  Capitol,  with  some  self-con¬ 
ceit,  as  it  seems  to  me,  sets  down  all  these  Yecon- 
struction  suggestions  or  theories  as  mere  whim¬ 
sies.  He  has  a  plan  of  his  own  to  restore  the 
Union  and  get  rid  of  traitors.  It  is  simple  in 
theory  and  cheap  in  execution.  He  will  execute 
it  himself  with  only  the  aid  of  a  constable. 
Whenever  a  rebel  shows  his  head,  he  and  his 
constable  will  pounce  upon  him  like  a  Buchanan 
marshal  on  a  flying  negro.  He  will  put  him 
where  no  rebel  ever  went  before  with  his  consent 
— m  the  old  Capitol  Prison.  If  the  honorable 
gentleman  really  thinks  that  his  plan  is  practi¬ 
cable,  why  does  he  not  set  about  its  execution  ? 
His  intended  victims  swarm  through  the  Capitol 
and  the  White  House,  and  two  or  three  dozen  of 
them  are  asking  admission  to  Congress.  There 
are  objections  to  this  theory.  Indeed  it  has  been 
tried.  It  was  Buchanan’s  plan  for  suppressing 
the  rebellion,  but  it  failed. 

Now,  sir,  the  thedry  of  the  Opposition,  based 
upon  the  second  and  third  sections  of  the  first 
article  of  the  Constitution,  under  which  members 
from  the  rebel  States  are  to  be  admitted  to  these 
Halls  without  our  leave,  is  that  the  right  of  a 
State  to  representation  cannot  be  forfeited  or 
lost  so  long  as  these  two  sections  remain  unal¬ 
tered.  Is  there  no  objection  to  this  theory? 
Why,  it  concedes  the  right  of  representation 
during  the  whole  war.  Their  members  could 
have  entered  this  Capitol  at  any  time  and  voted 
as  the  interest  of  the  confederacy  required.  If 
the  war  had  lasted  fifty  years  instead  of  four, 
the  right  would  have  run  through  all  that  time. 
Nor  would  it  have  ceased  if  our  armies  had  been 
overpowered  and  the  confederacy  left  unmo¬ 
lested.  After  one  hundred  years  of  separation, 
they  might  still  vote  for  President  and  send 
members  to  Congress.  Unless  you  admit  the 
doctrine  of  forfeiture,  you  cannot  avoid  this  con¬ 
clusion.  Aside  from  this  doctrine,  nothing  but 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  could  deprive 
them  of  this  right.  But  the  Constitution  could 
not  be  amended,  because  these  eleven  States  are 
more  than  one  fourth  of  the  whole,  and  the 
o«ont  of  some  of  them  would  be  necessary  for 


any  amendment ;  and  to  deprive  them  of  Sena¬ 
tors  the  assent  of  every  one  would  be  necessary. 

The  advocates  of  this  theory,  to  avoid  the 
result,  concede  that  the  right  of  representation 
would  be  forfeited  by  success.  But  how  ?  The 
Constitution  is  not  changed  by  the  result  of  a 
battle.  There  it  is,  just  as  it  was  before.  If. 
they  lost  nothing  by  defeat  would  they  by  suc¬ 
cess  ?  They  lost  nothing  by  secession  and 
unsuccessful  war,  you  say,  because  these  were 
unconstitutional.  Can  they  lose  anything,  then, 
by  victory  ?  Would  not  that  be  unconstitutional 
also  ?  “  But  we-  would  acquiesce.”  Well,  sup¬ 

pose  we  should  ;  would  not  acquiescence  be  un¬ 
constitutional  and  void  ?  Where  in  the  Constitu¬ 
tion  are  we  authorized  to  acquiesce  in  a  division 
of  the  Republic?  If  their  ordinance  of  seces¬ 
sion  was  void  would  not  our  consent  to  it  be 
equally  void  ?  If  the  ordinance  was  void  can 
it  be  rendered  more  so  by  defeat,  or  less  so  by 
victory  ?  Some  of  the  advocates  of  this  theory, 
to  avoid,  this  reasoning,  concede  that  the  right 
of  representation  is  forfeited  or  suspended  during 
11  contumacy.”  This  ."cruel  word  to  characterize- 
the  great  rebellion  is  not  original  with  me.  It  is 
is  the  word,  maliciously  chosen  by  our  conserva¬ 
tive  friends  who  are  determined  to  make  treason 
odious.  I  wish  the  printer  to  inclose  it  with  in¬ 
verted  commas,  that  such  severity  of  language 
may  not  be  ascribed  to  me.  But  who  i3  to  decide 
when  the  suspension  begins  and  when  it  ends? 
The  State  ?  If  so,  that  is  gp  suspension  at  all. 
A  right  that  can  be  takemup  and  laid  down 
at  pleasure  cannot  be  said  to  be  suspended.  Is 
Congress  the  judge?  Then  I  submit  that  by 
secession  from  the  United  States,  by  the  forma¬ 
tion  of  a  new  confederacy,  by  four  years  of  terri¬ 
ble  war  and  five  of  scornful  refusal,  these  States- 
would  become  a  little  contumacious,  and  Congress 
would  be  justified  in  suspending  their  rights 
until  the  legislation  necessary  to  make  repre¬ 
sentation  fair  and  equal  could  be  agreed  upon 
and  passed.  And  that  is  all  that  anybody  here 
proposes  to  do. 

This  appeal  to  the  Constitution  for  authority 
to  hand  the  Government  over  to  the  unrepentant- 
plotters  of  its  destruction,  is  but  a  continuation 
of  the  policy  pursued  by  the  Opposition  for  the- 
last  five  years.  During  that  period  they  have 
raised  aery  about  the  Constitution  many  times,, 
but  always  in  opposition  to  good  measures  or  in 
advocacy  of  bad  ones.  When  it  was  first  pro¬ 
posed  to  coerce  the  rebellion  and  save  the  Union, 
and  at  every  following  step  toward  apparent 
success,  they  cried,  “unconstitutional.”  It  was 
unconstitutional  to  raise  an  army  or  march  it 
into  the  sacred  soil  of  the  South.  It  was  uncon¬ 
stitutional  to  issue  bills  of  credit  to  meet  the  ex¬ 
penses.  It  was  unconstitutional  to  close  a  rebel 
port  or  arrest  a  rebel  spy,  to  proclaim  martial 
law  in  a  rebel  country,  or  to  appoint  a  provi¬ 
sional  governor  for  conquered  Louisiana  or  aban¬ 
doned  Tennessee.  Look  back  through  the  de¬ 
bates  of  the  Opposition ;  there  is  nothing  con¬ 
stitutional  but  slavery  and  rebellion  ;  nothing  so 
unconstitutional  as  coercion  and  emancipation. 
Judging  from  these  debates,  the  Constitution  waaj 
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especially  framed  to  repress  liberty,  punish  fidel¬ 
ity  to  the  Union,  shield  oppression,  and  honor 
treachery  and  great  crime.  These  war  measures 
are  all  constitutional  now.  Great  light  is  thrown 
upon  the  Constitution  by  the.  surrender  of  Lee. 
The  gleam  of  successful  bayonets  illumines  the 
dark  understanding  of  pro-slavery  quibblers. 
But  alas !  the  light  of  success  shines  only  on  the 
past.  All  the  future  is'  still  unconstitutional. 
The  “unconstitutional,  disunion,  abolition  war” 
is  tendered  constitutional  by  the  victory  of  our 
soldiers,  but  the  effort  to  secure  to  the  country 
the  fruits  of  that  victory  by  appropriate  legisla¬ 
tion  is  as  unconstitutional  as  ever. 

Here  I  close  my  defense  of .  the  Republican 
policy  of  restoration.  Shall  that  policy  be 
adopted?  Not  by  this  Congress,  it  is  said,  be¬ 
cause  enough  conservative  Republicans  will 
unite  with  the  Opposition  to  defeat  it.  Then, 
by  falsely  charging  upon  the  Union  party  non¬ 
action  and  lack  of  purpose,  it  is  hoped  that  a 
Congress  can  be  elected  next  fall  which  will 
repeal  the  test  oath  and  adjnit  the  rebel  States 
without’ guarantees  or  conditions  of  any  kind, 
and  with  a  representation  always  excessive  and 
now  enlarged  by  emancipation.  Without  the 
enlargement  (which  will  not  be  attained  until 
after  the  next  census)  the  eleven  confederate 
States  will  have  eighty  votes  in  the  Electoral 
College,  controlled  entirely  by  the  late  insur¬ 
gents,  namely : 

Alabama . 9 .  8 

Mississippi .  7 

Arkansas . 5 

Texas . 6 

liouisiana .  7 

Morida .  3 

Georgia . 9, 

North  Carolina: .  9 

South  Carolina .  6 

Virginia . 10 

'Tennessee . 10 

They  will  need  seventy-seven  more  to  elest  a 
"President.  Kentucky,  Missouri,  Maryland,  and 
’Delaware,  States  with  strong  confederate  pro¬ 
clivities,  will,  it  is  claimed,  furnish  thirty-one, 


while  the  other  forty-six  can  be  made  up  by  the 
Democrats  of  New  Jersey,  New  York,  and  Con-j 
necticut.  The  classification  of  votes  by  whicr 
the  President  would  thus  be  elected',  worth 
stand — confederates  80,  semi-confederates 
Democratic  46.  This  presidential  scheme  will 
undoubtedly  fail,  and  yet  it  is  the  only  one  tha^ 
has  the  slightest  chance  of  success.  If  th« 
Union  party  can  be  beaten  at  all,  it  must  be  b] 
this  or  some  similar  combination.  Suppose  io 
successful,  then,  what  would  be  the  character  oi 
the  new  Administration  ?  Four  members  of  the 
Cabinet  would  belong  to  the  eighty  confederate 
votes  and  the  other  three  to  the  seventy-sevei 
from  the  northern  and  border  States. .  All  pre-1 
sidential  appointments  at  home  and  abroad  must 
be  made  on  the  same  line  of  division. 

If,  as  is  alleged,  this  combination  could  alsq 
carry  a  majority  of  Congress,  the  confederated 
would  have  a  majority  of  that  majority,  and  ii 
caucus  (gi  ving  their  allies  the  Clerk)  would  de¬ 
mand  the  Speaker  and  a  majoritj?-  of  all  commit¬ 
tees,  such  as  the  Ways  and  Means,  Claims,  and 
Pensions,  to  which  their  peculiar  interests  might! 
be  referred.  Pensions  must  then  be  surrenderee* 
or  divided  with  confederate  claimants;  service 
in  the  Union  army  would  be  an  impediment  tc 
political  success,  and  the  Treasury,  supplied  byj 
the  industry  and  economy  of  the  North,  would 
be  steadily  absorbed  in  confederate  damages. 
Then  your  creditors  might  count  their  worthless 
bonds,  and  learn  exactly  how  much  it  cost  them! 
to  reclaim  their  fugitive  masters.  Then  the  pen¬ 
sionless  widows  and  orphans  of  our  valiant  aeac 
bemoan  in  poverty  and  neglect  the  ingratitudt 
of  a  Republic  saved  by  a  husband’s  ana  father1! 
blood.  And  then  our  surviving  soldiers  must 
conceal  their  honorable  scars  to  save  a  humble 
position  in  the  capital  they  helped  to  preserve 
for  the  enemy.  Then,  sir,  we  will  all  see,  feel, 
and  realize  what,  the  Opposition,  in  different 
phraseology,  constantly  assert,  that  the  object 
of  the  war  was  to  force  the  rebels  to  become 
our  rulers. 
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